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theofficers, with the gentlemen, gave them an opportunity of
foliciting, and prefling for a fpcedy determination, -}Sut

romifes alonc could be obtained until the feflicn was ncarly
clofed, when their report was delivered in.

The gntlemen will pleafe to obterve, that in the expreflions
I have made ufe of, 1 ailude to the unneceflary delay, by
which the memorialifts were debarred ficm the benefit of
having the Iub;éit canvaffed in the Houlfe. And 1 may
venture to affert, that né application of what nature foever,
which was made during the feflion, was fo injuriouily ne-
glelted. . {

We now come to the fubfance of the report, which ‘de-
clared, that « Although the committee entertaired the higheft
opinion ol the valor, merit and patriotiim of the officers, &ec.
they conceived the ftate of the treafury would not admit of
mak<Qg the advance that was reghiefted, and it it did, that this
State was, by certain refolves of Uongiels, excluded from the

opver of exercifing its liberality.”

How far the committee might be right in their opinion of
the ftate of the weafury, I fhall not pretend to determine,
although I am certain, it is frcquently reforted to, for lefs
worthy purpofes. ‘

With regard to the refolves of Congrefs, T am perfuaded,
that the gentlemen muft have miftsken the import of them.
—The particular refolve, on which their opinion was founded,
was pafled, I believe, in 1782, and was caiculated to prevent
partial fettlements by the States, before the Continental Com-
miflioners fhould afcertain the claims of the army.—It was in
etfett repealed, by the refolve of September, 1785, relpeQing
the payment of intcreft, and there cannot be a doubt, that
after a compliance, by the ten {b:liing tax, with the requii-
tion contained in the laft report from Congrefs, this State
would be credited for everv advance made to their own troops.

We are led to fuppofe that the report of the committee was
conformabic to the fentiments of the lToufe, although we are
unfortunately precluded from a knowledge of the opinions of
the individual members, 4

The repbrt was rcad the fame cav on which it was given
in, and was from that tim=, cnurely unnoticed without éven
the formality of the concnrrence of the Houfe, or the fmalleft
chance of having iis errors rettriicd by a proper 1nveftigation,
b I belicve
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